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REMARKS 

The Applicant thanks the Examiner for indicating tfeat claims 22 and 40 are objected to 
as being dependent upon rejected base claims but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form Kb include all of the limitations of the basje dairm and any intervening claims. 
In accordance with;; this indication, the subject matter of ($aim 17 and 33 Is incorporated into 
independent claims 22 and 40, respectively, and each of itiese amended independent claims 
is now believed to be allowable. As claims 18-20, 23-24£26, 28-32 and 34-39 each depend, 
either directly or indirectly, from either one of these amended independent claims, those 
dependent claims $re also believed to be allowable. 

Next, claims 30 and 35 are rejected under35 U.S.©. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for the reasons noted in the official action. Title rejected claims are accordingly 
amended, by the alcove claim amendments, and the presently pending claims are now believed 
to particularly poinit out and distinctly claim the subject matter regarded as the invention, 
thereby overcoming all of the raised § 112, second paragraph, rejections. The entered claim 
amendments are directed solely at overcoming the raised indefiniteness rejections) and are 
not directed at distinguishing the present invention from tne art of record in this case. 

Lastly, claims 17-20, 23, 26, 29, 32-34 and 31-39 are rejected, under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 03(a), as being unpatentable over Hill % 863 in view of E&Hski '262; claim 24 is rejected, under 
35 U.S.C § 103^a), as being unpatentable over YW "863 in view of Briski % 262 and 
Moorman et al. '334, claim 28 is rejected, under 35 US>C. § 103(a), as being unpatentable 
over Hill '863 in view of Brisk) 262 and Fujioka '242, claims 30 and 35 are rejected, under 
35 U.S.C. § 103£a), as being unpatentable over HiF *863 in view of Briski "262 and 
Holbrook et al. '630; and claims 31 and 36 are rejected? under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), as being 
unpatentable ovetf Hill ^863 in view of Briski *262 and tysholm et al. *684. The Applicant 
acknowledges ano respectfully traverses the all of raisedfobviousness rejections in view of the 
following remarks.? 
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In view of th£ above claim amendments, the Applicant respectfully submits that further 
comments concerning the applied prior art is not believed Necessary. The Applicant also notes 
the remaining priori cited in the official action. As none <Sf that additional art is applied by the 
Examiner against fee claims of this application, the Applicant is not providing any comments 
concerning that arfcas well. 

If any further amendment to this application IU believed necessary to advance 
prosecution and place this case in allowable form, the Examiner is courteously solicited to 
contact the undersigned representative of the Applicant fen discuss the same. 

In view of thte above amendments and remarks, it \k respectfully submitted that all of the 
raised rejection^: should be withdrawn at this time. If the Examiner disagrees with the 
Applicant's view concerning the withdrawal of the outstanding rejection(s) or applicability of the 
Hill '863, Briski '262, Moorman et al. "314, Fujloka *242, Holbrook et al. ^620 and/or 
Lysholm et al. *684^references, the Applicant respectfully requests the Examinerto indicate the 
specific passage for passages, or the drawing or drawings, which contain the necessary 
teaching, suggestion and/or disclosure required by caseUaw. As such teaching, suggestion 
and/or disclosure sis not present in the applied references, the raised rejection should be 
withdrawn at this tfene. Alternatively, if the Examiner Is refcying on his/her expertise in this field, 
the Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to erter an affidavit substantiating the 
Examiner's position so that suitable contradictory evidence can be entered in this case by the 
Applicant. 

In view of toe foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the raised rejection(s) should 
be withdrawn and Jhis application is now placed in a condition for allowance. Action to that end, 
in the form of an e&rly Notice of Allowance, is courteouslv^olicited by the Applicant at this time. 

The Applicant respectfully requests that any outstanding objection(s) or requirement(s), 
as to the form of this application, be held in abeyance untfc allowable subject matter is Indicated 
for this case. 
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In the eventtthat there are any fee deficiencies or additional fees are payable, please 
charge the same orjicredit any overpayment to our Deposit Account (Account No. 04-0213). 



Respectfully bubmitted, 




Davis & Bujoki, P.LL.C. 
Fourth Floor 

500 North Commercial Street 
Manchester MH 03101-1151 
Telephone 3D3-624-9220 
Facsimile 6(33-624-9229 
E-mail: patefot@davisandbujold.com 
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